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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Responsive to Amendment received September 20, 2005. Claims 1, 6, 13, 15, 23, 28, 36, 40, and 
46 have been amended. Claims 1-48 are remain pending further examination. 

Specification 

1 . The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). Correction of the 
following is required: Claims 1, 6, and 40 recite the new limitation 'Vo be approved by a 
publisher for preserving temporal dimensions of a work of authorship " and claims 13, 1 5, 23, 
28, 36, and 46 recite the Umitation ''wherein the delivery schedule is configured to preserve 
temporal dimensions of a work of authorship of the publisher". These limitations are not 
described in the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the fu-st paragraph of 35 U.S.C 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
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invention. Claims 1, 6, and 40 recite the new limitation 'Ho be approved by a publisher for 
preserving temporal dimensions of a work of authorship'' and claims 13, 15, 23, 28, 36, and 46 
recite the limitation ''wherein the delivery schedule is configured to preserve temporal dimension 
of a work of authorship of the publisher''. These hmitations are not described in the 
specification. Since claims 2-5, 7-12, 14, 16-22, 24-27, 29-35, 37-39, 41-45, and 47-48 depend 
on claims 1, 6, 13, 15, 23, 28, 36, 40, and 46, they are rejected for the same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-8, 10 - 20, 23 - 34, 36 - 42, 44 - 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable by Stumm (U.S Patent 5,768,528) in view of Peterson et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,594,682). 

6. As per claim 1, Stumm teaches a method for delivering sequentiahzed content to a user's content 
receiving device, comprising the steps of: 

obtaining content having a plurality of portions arranged in a predetermined sequential order 
(column 2, line 21-22; scheduled events); 

determining a next portion of said plurality of portions for the user to receive in accordance with 
said predetermined sequential order (column 6, line 35 - 55); and 
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delivering a portion of said plurality of portions of said content to the user's content receiving 
device in accordance with said first delivery rule and said determined next portion (column 6, line 35 - 
55). 

7. Stumm fails to teach accepting a first delivery rule from the user for said content, wherein the 
user creates and controls a custom issue delivery to be approved by a publisher for preserving temporal 
dimensions of a work authorship. 

8. However, Peterson et al teach a scheduler that allows a user to coordinate delivery of subscribed 
web content (column 8, line 54-column 9, line 15, column 1 1, lines 1-24) and the content is indexed and 
categorized according to descriptive information such modified date (colxmin 6, lines 17-26) thereby 
allowing content to be viewed in order it was modified. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Stumm and Peterson et 
al because it would allow a user the ability to coordinate delivery of content at pflF-hours in order to help 
alleviate congestion and the biuden on servers and also to allow a user to view content at the users 
convenience. 

9. As per claim 2, Stumm teaches a method wherein said step of accepting said first delivery rule 
fiuther comprises the step of accepting said first delivery rule from a provider of said content (column 1, 
line 48-64; subscribers). 

10. As per claim 3, Stumm teaches a method fiuther comprising the step of receiving a request for 
content delivery from the user's receiving device (column 1, line 48 - 65). 
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11. As per claim 4, Stumm teaches a method wherein said step of determining a next portion further 
comprises the step of recalling an indication of which portion of said plurality of portions was last 
delivered to the user's content receiving device (column 6, hne 35 - 55). 

12. As per claim 5, Stumm teaches a method wherein said step of determining a next portion further 
comprises the step of determining a user's service sign-up date (column 9, line 40-50 and colimin 10, 
line 16-20; subscriber identifier contains information such as sign up information). 

13. As per claim 6, Stumm teaches a method for receiving, by a user's content receiving device, 
sequentialized content having portions arranged in predetermined sequential order, comprising the steps 
of: 

establishing a second delivery rule (column 1, line 55 - 60; subscriber database that contains list 
of files, file sizes and file names) and 

requesting delivery at a time in accordance with said second delivery rule of a next portion of the 
sequentialized content that has been selected in accordance with said first delivery rule and a 
determination of a last portion of the sequentialized content delivered to the user's content receiving 
device (column 1, lines 48 - 65). 

14. Stumm fails to teach receiving a first delivery rule from the user, wherein the user creates and 
controls a custom issue delivery schedule to be approved by a publisher for preserving temporal 
dimensions of a work authorship. 

15. However, Peterson et al teach a scheduler that allows a user to coordinate delivery of subscribed 
web content (column 8, line 54-column 9, line 15, colimin 1 1, hnes 1-24) and the content is indexed and 
categorized according to descriptive information such modified date (column 6, lines 17-26) thereby 
allowing content to be viewed in order it was modified. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary 
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skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Stumm and Peterson et 
al because it would allow a user the ability to coordinate delivery of content at off-hours in order to help 
alleviate congestion and the burden on servers and also to allow a user to view content at the users 
convenience, 

16. As per claim 7, Stumm teaches a method further comprising the step of accepting delivery of said 
next portion (colxunn 6, lines 25 - 55). 

17. As per claim 8, Stumm teaches method in accordance with the method of claim 7 further 
comprising the step of making said at least a first portion perceptible to a human (Figure 10, 288 shows a 
monitor), 

18. As per claim 10, Stumm teaches a method further comprising the step of identifying said 
delivered next portion of the sequentialized content as said last portion (column 6, lines 25 - 55), 

19. As per claim 1 1, Stumm teaches a method further comprising the step of storing said first 
delivery rule at the user's content receiving device (colxmin 4, line 64 - column 5, hne 5; subdirectory). 

20. As per claim 12, Stumm teaches a method further comprising the step of storing said first 
delivery rule at a remote location (column 1, line 48-55; server contains information related to 
predetermined downloading schedules). 

21. As per claim 1 3 , Stumm teaches a method for providing sequential issues of information to a 
subscriber's computing device according to a variable schedule, the method comprising the steps of: 
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depositing a plurality of sequential issues of information from a publisher in a repository (column 
1, lines 48 - 53; database server); 

establishing a schedule at a server in accordance with a subscriber parameter (column 1, lines 48 
- 63; subscriber's database contains information such as file names, file names and file identification 
code); and 

making said sequential issues of information available to the subscriber's computing device 
according to said publisher's rule and said schedule at said server (column 1, lines 48 - 62). 

22. Stumm fails to teach establishing a publisher's rule for delivery of said sequential issues to the 
subscriber's computing device, wherein a publisher's rule for delivery is based on a user defined and 
controlled custom issue delivery schedule configured to preserve temporal dimensions of a work 
authorship of the publisher. 

23. However, Peterson et al teach a scheduler that allows a user to coordinate delivery of subscribed 
web content (column 8, line 54-column 9, line 15, column 1 1, Unes 1-24) and the content is indexed and 
categorized according to descriptive information such modified date (coliunn 6, lines 17-26) thereby 
allowing content to be viewed in order it was modified. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Stumm and Peterson et 
al because it would allow a user the ability to coordinate delivery of content at off-hours in order to help 
alleviate congestion and the burden on servers and also to allow a user to view content at the users 
convenience. 

24. As per claim 14, Stumm teaches a method comprising grouping sequential issues of information 
to encompass all of the sequential issues of information currently available from the publisher (column 3, 
lines 39 - 50). 
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25. As per claim 15, Stumm teaches a method for providing sequential issues of information to a 
subscriber's computing device according to a variable schedule, the method comprising the steps of: 

storing the sequential issues of information in a repository (colimm 1, lines 48 - 53; database 

server); 

determining a maximum available issue nxunber (column 3, lines 48 -50; number of updates per 
date available); 

transmitting the publisher delivery rule to the computing device (column 3, hnes 39 - 50); 
determining a publisher's current issue value for the sequential issues of information (colunm 6, 
lines 30 -55); 

determining a subscriber's current issue value for the sequential issues of information (column 6, 
lines 30 -55); and 

when the subscriber's current issue value is equal to zero (colimin 6, lines 30 -55; when the 
subscribers scheduled has not taken place) or the subscriber's current issue value is less than the 
publisher's current issue value, (column 6, lines 30-55; when the time for the next scheduled event has 
come) making an issue of the sequential issues of information available to the computing device in 
response to the subscriber's current issue value (column 6, lines 30 -55; a scheduled task or event occurs 
accordingly). 

26. Stumm fails to teach determining a publisher's rule for delivery of said sequential issues to the 
subscriber's computing device, wherein a publisher's rule for delivery is based on a user defined and 
controlled custom issue delivery schedule configured to preserve temporal dimension of a work of 
authorship of the publisher. 

27. However, Peterson et al teach a scheduler that allows a user to coordinate delivery of subscribed 
web content (column 8, line 54-column 9, line 15, colxunn 11, lines 1-24) and the content is indexed and 
categorized according to descriptive information such modified date (column 6, lines 17-26) thereby 
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allowing content to be viewed in order it was modified. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Stumm and Peterson et 
al because it would allow a user the ability to coordinate delivery of content at off-hours in order to help 
alleviate congestion and the burden on servers and also to allow a user to view content at the users 
convenience. 

28. As per claim 16, Stumm teaches a method comprising the step of determining an inception date 
that indicates a date the subscriber subscribed to the sequential issues of information (column 9, lines 40 - 

50) . 

29. As per claim 17, Stumm teaches a method wherein the step of determining a pubUsher's current 
issue value comprises using the publisher delivery rule (column 9, line 20 - 27 and column 9, hne 45 - 

51) ; subscriber controls time which a subscriber is scheduled to access server system, the current date 
(column 2, lines 10-16), the inception date (column 9, lines 40 - 50 and column 10,lines 15-20; using 
subscriber identifier to get sign-up information), and the maximum available issue (column 3, Unes 48 - 
50; the number of updates per date) to determine the publisher's current issue value (column 9, lines 40 - 
51 and column 10, lines 15 - 25). 



30. As per claim 18, Stumm teaches a method wherein the step of determining a publisher's ciurent 
issue value further comprises 

the step of determining the lesser of two values according to the function (column 8, lines 15 - 
50; CRC codes): 

MIN (Nmax, NUMJSSUES (Rpublisher, Tnow, TO)), where the pubhsher's delivery rule, 
Rpublisher, (column 9, line 20 - 27 and column 9, line 45 - 51), the current time, Tnow (column 2, lines 
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10-16), and the time of initial subscription, TO (column 9, lines 40-50 and column 10,lines 15-20, define 
the function NUM_ISSUES( ) that yields a number of unique issues that the publisher would make 
available during a time interval from TO to Tnow, and the function MIN() that returns the lesser of two 
values. 

31. As per claim 19, Stumm teaches a method wherein the step of determining a subscriber's cxurent 
issue value of the sequential issues of information includes the step of incrementing the subscriber's 
current issue value when the subscriber's current issue value is less than the publisher's current issue value 
(column 7, line 4 - column 8, line 54; if CRC codes are different, update occurs). 

32. As per claim 20, Stumm teaches a method comprising the step of transmitting an error message to 
the subscriber when the subscriber's ciurent issue value is greater than or equal to tlie publisher's current 
issue value (coliunn 7, lines 23 - 30). 

33. As per claim 24, Stumm teaches a method wherein said step of subscribing further comprises the 
step of subscribing to a service provider (column 1, lines 10-25). 

34. As per claim 47, Stumm teaches an apparatus wherein said repository comprises a hard drive 
resident in a computer server (colxunn 1, lines 48 -55; database on server). 

35. As per claim 48, Stumm teaches an apparatus wherein transmitter further comprises a network 
interface device that is coupled to the internet (column 3, lines 50-62; subscriber software system) 

36. As per claims 23, 25 - 34, 36 - 42, and 44 - 48, they contain similar limitations as claims 1 - 8 
and 10 -20, therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 
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37. Claims 9, 21-22, 35 and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stumm (U.S Patent 5,768,528) in view of Peterson et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,594,682) and in further view 
of Milovanovic et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,484,198), 

38. As per claim 9, Stumm fails to show a method wherein said step of accepting delivery further 
comprises the step of receiving a uniform resource locator for the sequentialized content. 

39. However, Milovanovic et al show a method comprising receiving a xmiform resource locator for 
the sequentialized content (column 2, lines 10 -25). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the appUcant's invention to combine the teachings of Stumm, Peterson et al 
and Milovanovic because Milovanovic et al use of URL would allow a subscriber in Stumm and Peterson 
et al's system to receive the address of the page they are requesting. 

40. As per claim 21, Stumm fails to show a method wherein the step of making available includes the 
steps of: generating a file locator using the subscriber's current issue value; and transmitting the file 
locator to the subscriber's computing device. 

41. However Milovanovic et al show a method wherein generating a file locator using the 
subscriber's current issue value; and transmitting the file locator to the subscriber's computing 
device (column 2, lines 1 0 -25). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Stumm, Peterson et al and Milovanovic 
because Milovanovic et al use of URL would allow a subscriber in Stumm and Peterson et al's system to 
receive the address of the page they are requesting. 

42. As per claims 22, 35 and 43, they contain similar limitations as claims 9 and 21-22, therefore are 
rejected under the same rationale. 
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Response to Arguments 
43. Applicant's arguments filed September 20, 2005 have been folly considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

• In the remarks, the Applicant has added new limitations and argues in substance that the 
combination of references fail to teach a delivery schedule "to be approved by a 
publisher for preserving temporal dimensions of a work of authorship and wherein the 
delivery schedule is ''configured to preserve temporal dimensions of a work of authorship 
of the publisher 

• In response to the applicant's argument, these new limitations appear to be new matter 
and are not described in the specification. Although the claims have been rejected under 
112 1^ paragraph for not complying with the written description requirement (see 1 12 
rejection above), Peterson et al does teach that the content is indexed and categorized 
according to descriptive infomiation such modified date (column 6, lines 17-26) thereby allowing 
content to be viewed in order it was modified. Therefore the combination of Stumm and Peterson 
et al meets the scope of the claimed limitation. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or eariier communications ft-om the 
examiner should be directed to Ramsey Refai whose telephone number is (571) 272-3975. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00 p.m.. 



Application/Control Number: 09/834,764 



Page 13 



Art Unit: 2152 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on (571) 272-3913. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this appUcation or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published appUcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Ramsey Refai 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2152 





